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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-20 are presented for further examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-9 and 11-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Constantinof, United States Patent Application Publication Number 
2004/0228352 (hereinafter Constantinof), in view of Barak et al., United States Patent 
Application Publication Number 2002/016821 (hereinafter Barak). 

4. With respect to claims 1,14, and 20, Constantinof teaches an apparatus [i.e. 
server-type device, see fig. 8], comprising: 

■ an application server component [i.e. a session filter 12] that serves to 
maintain one or more communication session restrictions set [figs. 1-7]; 

■ wherein the application server component employs one or more of the one or 
more communication session restrictions to advise one or more network 
components for control of one or more connections of one or more 
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communication sessions for one or more of the one or more mobile 
communication devices [paragraphs 0019-0040]. 
However, Constantinof does not explicitly show maintaining one or more 
communication session restrictions set by one or more administrators for one or more 
mobile communication device. 

In a related art, Barak suggests or discloses maintaining one or more 
communication session restrictions set [i.e. call control limitations, paragraph 0011] by 
one or more administrators for one or more mobile communication device [paragraphs 
0020-0046]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify Constantinof in view of Barak by maintaining 
one or more communication session restrictions set by one or more administrators for 
one or more mobile communication device because this feature enable the users to 
monitor and/or view the details of only his or her account [Barak, paragraph 0042]. It is 
for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have 
been motivated in order to ensure the cost/time of the call does not exceed the 
remaining account balance [Barak, paragraph 0034]. 

5. With respect to claims 2 and 19, Constantinof does not explicitly show wherein 
the one or more administrators employ one or more websites to set the one or more 
communication session restrictions; wherein the application server component 
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maintains the one or more of the one or more communication session restrictions set by 
the one or more administrators with the one or more websites. 

In a related art, Barak suggests or discloses wherein the one or more 
administrators employ one or more websites to set the one or more communication 
session restrictions; wherein the application server component maintains the one or 
more of the one or more communication session restrictions set by the one or more 
administrators with the one or more websites [paragraph 0042], 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify Constantinof in view of Barak by setting one 
or more communication session restrictions via one or more administrators with one or 
more websites because this feature enable the users to monitor and/or view the details 
of only his or her account [Barak, paragraph 0042]. It is for this reason that one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated in order to 
ensure the cost/time of the call does not exceed the remaining account balance [Barak, 
paragraph 0034]. 

6. With respect to claims 3, 5-7, 11,15, and 17-18, Constantinof does not explicitly 
show wherein the one or more administrators comprise an administrator, wherein the 
application server component receives a request to continue the communication 
session from the mobile communication device; wherein the application server 
component notifies the administrator of the request to continue the communication 
session. 
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In a related art, Barak suggests or discloses wherein the one or more 
administrators comprise an administrator, wherein the application server component 
receives a request to continue the communication session from the mobile 
communication device [paragraphs 0022-0026]; wherein the application server 
component notifies the administrator of the request to continue the communication 
session [paragraph 0031]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify Constantinof in view of Barak by requesting to 
continue the communication session from the mobile communication device because 
this feature enable the users to monitor and/or view the details of only his or her 
account [Barak, paragraph 0042]. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention would have been motivated in order to ensure the cost/time 
of the call does not exceed the remaining account balance [Barak, paragraph 0034], 

7. With respect to claims 4 and 16, Constantinof further teaches wherein the 
application server component advises the network component to send a warning of a 
communication session termination to the mobile communication device [i.e. send a 
system protection message to the source element 110, 220, 310, and 410, figs.2,4,&6]. 

8. With respect to claim 8, Constantinof does not explicitly show wherein the 
request comprises an emergency request, wherein the application server component 
allows the communication session for the mobile communication device. 
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In a related art, Barak suggests or discloses wherein the request comprises an 
emergency request, wherein the application server component allows the 
communication session for the mobile communication device paragraphs 0022-0026 
and 0031]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify Constantinof in view of Barak by allowing the 
communication session for the mobile communication device because this feature 
enable the users to monitor and/or view the details of only his or her account [Barak, 
paragraph 0042]. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention would have been motivated in order to ensure the cost/time of the call 
does not exceed the remaining account balance [Barak, paragraph 0034]. 

9. With respect to claim 9, Constantinof does not explicitly show wherein the 
communication session comprises an incoming call, wherein the application server 
component sends the incoming call to a messaging component of the mobile 
communication device. 

In a related art, Barak suggests or discloses wherein the communication session 
comprises an incoming call, wherein the application server component sends the 
incoming call to a messaging component of the mobile communication device 
[paragraphs 0022-0026 and 0031]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify Constantinof in view of Barak by sending the 
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incoming call to a messaging component of the mobile communication device because 
this feature enable the users to monitor and/or view the details of only his or her 
account [Barak, paragraph 0042]. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention would have been motivated in order to ensure the cost/time 
of the call does not exceed the remaining account balance [Barak, paragraph 0034]. 

10. With respect to claim 12, Constantinof further teaches wherein the application 
server component serves to maintain the one or more communication session 
restrictions for the one or more mobile communication devices, wherein the one or more 
communication sessions of the one or more mobile communication devices comprise 
one or more of an email, a phone call [paragraphs 0002, -0004 and 0035], website 
access, an instant message, and a short message service message [i.e. SIP, see 
paragraphs 0024]. 

1 1 . With respect to claim 13, Constantinof does not explicitly show wherein the one 
or more of the one or more communication session restrictions comprise one or more of 
a time limit, a session limit, a user limit, and a website limit; wherein the application 
server component employs the one or more of the time limit, the session limit, the user 
limit, and the website limit to advise the one or more network components for control of 
the one or more connections of the one or more communication sessions for the one or 
more of the one or more mobile communication devices. 
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In a related art, Barak suggests or discloses wherein the one or more of the one 
or more communication session restrictions comprise one or more of a time limit, a 
session limit, a user limit, and a website limit; wherein the application server component 
employs the one or more of the time limit, the session limit, the user limit, and the 
website limit to advise the one or more network components for control of the one or 
more connections of the one or more communication sessions for the one or more of 
the one or more mobile communication devices [For instance, call control limitations 
may include budgetary, time, geographic, and other limitation, see abstract and 
paragraphs 0020-0046]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify Constantinof in view of Barak by employing 
the one or more of the time limit, the session limit, the user limit, and the website limit to 
advise the one or more network components for control of the one or more connections 
of the one or more communication session for the one or more of the one or more 
mobile communication devices because this feature enable the users to monitor and/or 
view the details of only his or her account [Barak, paragraph 0042]. It is for this reason 
that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated in order to ensure the cost/time of the call does not exceed the remaining 
account balance [Barak, paragraph 0034]. 

12. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Constantinof in view of Barak as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Barnes, 
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JR., United States Patent Application Publication Number 2005/0136949 (hereinafter 
Barnes). 

13. With respect to claim 10, Constaninof in view of Barak does not explicitly show 
wherein an originator of the incoming call leaves a voice message for a user of the 
mobile communication device, wherein the application server component converts the 
voice message to a short message service message or an email; wherein the 
application server component sends the short message service message or the email 
through the network component to the mobile communication device. 

In a related art, Barnes suggests wherein an originator of the incoming call 
leaves a voice message for a user of the mobile communication device, wherein the 
application server component converts the voice message to a short message service 
message or an email; wherein the application server component sends the short 
message service message or the email through the network component to the mobile 
communication device [paragraph 0387]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify Constaniof in view of Barak, and further in 
view of Barnes by converting the voice message to a short message service message 
or an email because this feature provides a system, method apparatus, and computer 
program product for automatically processing in a wireless network communications 
[paragraph 0008]. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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the invention would have been motivated in order to wirelessly exchange select 
information with other users and system [paragraph 0010]. 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. " Screen sharing ." by Hansen, United States Patent Application Publication 
Number 2006/0208871. 

b. " Managing contacts in a communication network ," by Oran, United States 
Patent Application Publication Number 2004/0225679. 

c. " Caller control of Internet call waiting ." by Nguyen et al., United States 
Patent Application Publication Number 2005/0238158. 

1 5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nghi V. Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4067. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday and every other 
Friday (6:30-4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571) 272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Patent Examiner 
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